obsolete, that I felt reluct ant to do more on that subject than to make a declaratory statement of the universal opinion. When through you I was informed that a commission of military medical officers was sitting in London to investigate and decide on the subject of tlie alleged contagion of yellow fever, I did not suppose it possible that there would be the slightest difficulty in coming to a speedy conclusion iu the negative. I find that I have mistaken the professional opinion at home, and that it will be necessary to supply some additional matter on the subject. For this purpose I enclose copies of some papers, which, with the contents of this letter, be pleased to use in any way you think best; at the same time I must observe, that the fact of the opinion of contagion in yellow fever here being abandoned by the unanimous consent of the entire community, professional and nonprofessional, who had countless opportunities of observing the disease spread over an eight years' epidemic, in all its phases, and from every point of view, seems to me testimony and proof as strong as the subject is susceptible of. There is certainly a moral certainty of the correctness of the conclusion so formed. This community is fully alive to the doctrine of contagion in disease. In fact, many diseases are reported " catching" here, which are not considered so elsewhere. A short time since I incurred considerable obloquy by recommending the governor to remove the Lazaretto for Lepers from the interior of Essequibo to the grounds of the Colonial Hospital, for the sake of superior superintendence. So they have not formed the opinion of the non-contagion of our yellow fever from any ignorance of the existence of such origin and mode of propagation of disease. And I submit, that a universal conviction, founded on extensive experience, is very superior proof to that of any collection of facts or process of reasoning made by any individual after the lapse of some time from the date of the events, and without a searching cross-examination on the spot, and in which so much of the aspect of the whole question depends on the ingenuity of the advocate, and the omission, or suppression, or " I have now done with Dr. Eraser's most extraordinary letter. It may be thought strange, and it is so, that no one save an anonymous correspondent of the ' Guiana Chronicle,' took the trouble to expose and refute a production so unfounded at the time when it was discovered. That expose, too, never saw the light; no doubt for some personal reason of the editor, either of ill-will to the assailant or friendship for the assailed. Colonial apathy, which in many things disregards the opinion of ' home,' operated likely as a sedative. When all disbelieved it here, where was the use of trouble merely to set the profession in England right! Compassion for the old gentleman who had so terribly committed himself, I know, moved one individual to forbearance. Some despised the production, although endorsed by Sir Andrew Halliday; for there is no use in concealing the circumstance, that, although Dr. Eraser was an old practitioner in the colony, he never stood high either?with the public or the profession. Neither did Sir Andrew Halliday's character stand high in this community. Here he was celebrated chiefly for his credulity, on which some of the wags of the colony cruelly played, and for his patronage of quack medicines. However the ueglect of the profession may be accounted for, Dr. Eraser's narrative remained without public contradiction from the faculty. None of the chief practitioners seemed to regard the effect of Dr.
Erazer's letter abroad, where the true circumstances were unknown, nor to care for it, except staff-surgeon Hackett; and his hands soon became too fidl of his own special duties to allow time for extraneous work.
" I think the reviewer is hardly fair or correct in his estimate of the treatment described in the monograph. He says there is nothing new in it, and that it has been tried five hundred times, and that it is founded on a crazy hypothesis long since exploded. I suppose he refers to Dr. Chisholm's mercurial treatment, which also was extensively tried and given np as useless here, when he inveighs against 
